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In re the Application of: 



Moshe SHAVIT et al. 



Serial No.: 09/842,352 



Group Art Unit: 2645 



Confirmation No.: 6988 



Filed: April 26 t 2001 



Examiner LIsaHashem 



For SELECTING THE DELIVERY MECHANISM OF AN URGENT MESSAGE 
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Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 



We, Moshe Shavit and Alexander Tiraspolsky, declare that: 

1 . We are a co-inventors of the application referenced above, 

2. Prior to November 27, 2000, we conceived the idea of selecting a delivery 
mechanism for a message by a sender of the message and creating a priority table of delivery 
devices for a recipient of the message, as described and claimed in the above identified 
application. 

3. On or before November 27, 2000, we prepared an Invention Disclosure Record - IDR 
(copy attached hereto as Exhibit A) describing our invention, which we fcPA'arded to the in- 
house patent coordinator for the assignee Mr. Pierre de Villiers. 

4. The IDR (Exhibit A) shows the conception of at least claims 1 , 13, 16, 19, 21 and 22. 
The portions of the IDR evidencing conception are supplied as parenthetical annotations within 
copies of the claims set forth below, 

1 . A method for selecting a delivery mechanism for a message, comprising: 
creating, by a sender of the message, a priority table of delivery devices of a 
recipient of the message (see Exhibit A pages 2-6, 9 & 10); 
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selecting a delivery device from the priority table having a highest priority and 
sending the message to the selected device (see Exhibit A pages 2 & 3); and 
continuing, if the recipient did not receive the message using the highest priority 
delivery device, to sequentially select another delivery device according to the 
priority table and send the message to the selected delivery device, until the 
recipient receives the message (see Exhibit A pages 3, 4, 9 & 10). 

1 3. A system for selecting a delivery mechanism of a message, comprising: 
a preferences and profile database containing a priority table, created by a 
sender of the message, of delivery devices of a recipient of the message (see 
Exhibit A t pages 2-8); and 

a priority delivery selection logic unit selecting a delivery device from the priority 
table having a highest priority and sending the message to the selected device, 
and continuing, if the recipient did not receive the message using the highest 
priority delivery device, to sequentially select another delivery device according 
to the priority table and send the message to the selected delivery device, until 
the recipient receives the message (see Exhibit A, pages 2-4 and 8), 

16. A computer-readable storage controlling a computer to select a delivery 

mechanism for a message and comprising a process of: 

creating, by a sender of the message, a priority table of delivery devices of a 

recipient of the message (see Exhibit A pages 2-6 & 8); 

selecting a delivery device from the priority table having a highest priority and 

sending the message to Uie selected device (see Exhibit A pages 2, 3 & 8); and 

continuing, if the recipient did not receive the message using the highest priority 

delivery device, to sequentially select another delivery device according to the 

priority table and send the message to the selected delivery device, until the 

recipient receives the message (see Exhibit A pages 3, 4 & 8). 

1 9. A method of selecting a delivery device for a message, comprising: 
receiving priority tables of delivery devices, respectively, for each of a plurality of 
message recipients, the priority tables being customized for each message 
recipient (see Exhibit A pages 3 & 4); 

allowing the priority tables to be dynamically changed for each message recipient 
(see Exhibit A page 3); 

selecting, for each message to be transmitted, a delivery device having a highest 
priority from a corresponding priority table and determining whether the recipient 
of the message to be transmitted is available on the selected device (see Exhibit 
A pages 2-4); and 

continuing, for each message recipient that is not available on the selected 
device, to sequentially select another delivery device according to the 
corresponding priority table and to send the message to be transmitted to the 
selected delivery device, until the message recipient is available on the selected 
device (see Exhibit A pages 3 & 4). 

21 . A method for delivering a message, comprising: 

creating a priority table of delivery devices of a recipient of the message (see 

Exhibit A pages 3 & 4); and 
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cycling through delivery attempts to the delivery devices one at a time until the 
message Is delivered responsive to priorities of the priority table(see Exhibit A 
pages 3 & 4);. 

22. A method for delivering a message, comprising: 

creating a priority table of delivery devices of a recipient of the messagefsee 

Exhibit A pages 3 & 4); 

cycling through delivery attempts to me delivery devices one at a time until the 
message is delivered responsive to priorities of the priority tab!e{see Exhibit A 
pages 3 & 4); and 

changing the priorities responsive to prior deliveries between cyc!es(see Exhibit 
A pages 3 & 4). 

5. On information and belief, on or about November 27, 2000, Mr. de Viiliers sent a 
copy of the IDR (Exhibit A) to patent attorneys employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of 
Washington, D.C. via email (copy attached hereto as Exhibit B) requesting that a prior art 
search be conducted. 

6. On information and belief, on or about November 27, 2000 patent attorneys 
employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D.C, requested a Patentability Search be 
conducted by an independent patent search company based on the IDR. 

7- On information and belief, on or about January 6, 200 1 , the search report was 
received by patent attorneys employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D.C. 

8. On information and belief, on or about January 9, 2001 , the search report was 
forwarded by patent attorneys employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D.C. via letter 
to Mr. de Viiliers, 

9. On or before February 5, 2001 , we prepared comments concerning the prior art 
found in the search. 

1 0. On information and belief, on or about February 5, 2001 , Mr. de Viiiiers sent an 
email message to patent attorneys employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D.C. 
sending the comments, authorizing the preparation of a patent application the result of which 
was the preparation and fifing of the above-Identified application, and requesting that an 
interview be scheduled with us at the earliest convenience. 

11. On or about February 15, 2001, we had an interview with a patent attorney 
employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D.C. 
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12 On or before February 23, 2001 , we completed a list of action items we were 
assigned during the interview noted above and on Information and belief, on or about February 
23, 2001, information concerning the action items was provided to the patent attorney employed 
at Staas and Hatsey LLP of Washington, DC via email, 

13. On information and belief, on or about March 22, 2001 Mr. de Villiers was 
provided a draft of the above-identified application. 

14. On or about March 29, 2001, we provided comments on the draft and on 
information and belief on that day the comments were forwarded to the patent attorney 
employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D,C. by Mr. de Villlers via email 

15. On information and belief, on or about April 5, 2001 , a revised draft of the above- 
Identified application was provided via email to Mr. de Villlers. 

16. On or about April 12, 2001 , we provided comments on the revised draft and on 
information and belief on that day the comments were forwarded to the patent attorney 
employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D.C. by Mr. de Villiers via email . 

1 7. On information and belief, on or aboui Apr!! 1 8, 200 1 , the patent attorney 
employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D C. requested additional information from 
Mr. de Villiers via email 

18. On or about April 19, 2001 , we provided comments concerning the additional 
information requested and on information and belief on that day the comments were forwarded 
to the patent attorney employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D,C. by Mr. de Villiers 
via email. 

19. On information and belief, on or about April 19, 2001 , a further revised draft of 
the above-identified application was provided via email to Mr. de Villiers, 

20. On information and belief, on or about April 23, 2001 f Mr. de Villiers instructed 
the patent attorney employed at Staas and Halsey LLP of Washington, D.C. to file the above- 
identified application. 

21 On April 26, 2001 , the above -identified application was filed in the U.S. Patent 
and Trademark Office. 
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22. All statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and all statements 
made on information and belief are believed to be true, and furthermore these statements are 
made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by 
fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that 
such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application of any patent issuing 
thereon. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: I 




By: J 




Alexander Tiraspoisky 



Residence Address 



Rate: \\ \ QtolQH 



By: 



Moshe Shavit 




Residence Address 
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